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ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Faculty Senate 
March 24, 1986 
1361 
o1 (o?..Jo '3 
3675 Gerald L Peterson 
Library 
1. Comments from Assistant Vice President Geadelmann. 
2. Announcement of emeritus status for Professor Donald 0. Rod, Director 
of Library Services. 
3. Announcement of the nominating committee for Faculty Senate officers: 
Fred Hallberg, Chair, Clark Elmer and Harv Heller. 
CALENDAR 
4. 410 Report from the ad hoc University Writing Committee. Docketed in 
regular order. Docket 349 (see Appendix A). 
DOCKET 
5. 402 341 Request from the Department of Modern Languages for new 
university-wide foreign language competency requirements 
(see Appendix B). Approved. 
6. 408 347 Request that the Senate approve the procedures to be followed 
when a department requests to change college or school affili-
ation (Senate Task Force) (see Senate Minutes 1360). Approved 
substitute motion referring the proposal back to the Task Force 
for further work. 
7. 409 348 Report from the Committee on Admission and Retention (see Senate 
Minutes 1360). Accepted report. 
The Senate was called to order at 3:30 p.m. on March 24, 1986, in the Board 
Room of Gilchrist Hall by Chairperson Boots. 
Present: Baum, Boots, Erickson, Glenn, Goulet, Hallberg, Heller, Intemann, 
Krogmann, McCormick, Peterson, Remington, Richter, Scoles, Story, Amend 
~ officio). 
Alternates: Sandstrom for Chadney, Tarr for Duea, Brown for Kelly. 
Absent: Elmer. 
Members of the press were requested to identify themselves. Anne Phillips of 
the Waterloo Courier and Elizabeth Bingham of the Northern Iowan were in 
attendance. 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
1. Assistant Vice President Geadelmann rose to address the Senate. She 
stated that the Board of Regents had recently approved the university's 
curricular package and revised calendar for the summer of 1987. She added 
that the faculty will be invited to attend a reception sponsored by the 
Waterloo Chamber of Commerce and Conway Center. The reception will be held 
on April 3. 
2. Chairperson Boots announced that emeritus status has been granted to 
Donald 0. Rod, Professor of Library Science and Director of Library Services. 
3. The Chair announced the members of the nominating committee for Faculty 
Senate offices. Those individuals are Fred Hallberg, chair, Clark Elmer and 
Marv Heller. 
CALENDAR 
4. 410 Report from the ad hoc University Writing Committee (see Appendix A). 
Goulet moved, Sandstrom seconded, to docket in regular order. Motion passed. 
Docket 349. 
DOCKET 
5. 402 341 Request from the Department of Modern Languages for new university-
wide foreign language competency requirements (see Appendix B). 
Remington moved, Peterson seconded, for approval of the request. 
Senator Hallberg stated that he did not believe that this proposal would need 
to be reviewed by the university faculty unless objections and a petition are 
filed. 
Chairperson Boots cited the example of the Writing Competency requirement which 
was passed by the college, the Committee on Curricula, and the Faculty Senate 
and then forwarded to the Board of Regents. 
Senator Heller stated that he believes the statement that the impact on public 
schools will be minimal may be a misrepresentation. He questioned how many 
high schools currently offer three years of a foreign language and stated that 
a two-year requirement may be more reasonable. 
Professor Nile Vernon introduced Mr. Paul Hoekstra from the Department of Public 
Instruction to the Senate. 
Mr. Hoekstra pointed out that all high schools are required to offer two years 
of a foreign language. He stated that currently there are 3,000 students taking 
a third or fourth year French, 1,000 taking third or fourth year German and 
4,800 students taking third or fourth year Spanish. He indicated that while 
larger school systems are more likely to be offering a third and fourth year, 
smaller school districts are trying to share their resources so that they too 
may be able to offer third and fourth year instruction. 
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Senator Sandstrom pointed out that since the University of Iowa and Iowa State 
already have foreign language requirements, our establishment of a foreign 
language requirement should have minimal impact upon the public high schools. 
Assistant Vice President Geadelmann pointed out that the Iowa State requirement 
applies to the curriculum in the College of Science and Humanities. The graduation 
requirement is equal to one year of a foreign language at the college level but 
that students may meet this requirement by three years of foreign language at 
the high school level. 
UNISA representative Don Findlay indicated that students are basically in favor 
of this proposal if credit is given where credit is due. He pointed out that 
the extra credit required in lab work should be recognized with academic credit. 
He also stated that it is their hope that foreign language courses may be included 
in the new general education program. 
Senator Story pointed that out that our sister institutions have the foreign 
language requirement for their bachelor of arts programs. She stated she felt 
it was necessary for UN! to consider reducing or exempting other bachelor's 
degrees from this requirement or go to a two-year requirement across the board. 
Professor Zucker pointed out that Vice President Martin's letter suggested that 
implementation be staggered. He stated that he had consulted with high school 
administrators on implementation dates and they had indicated that if they had 
advanced notice, the staggered implementation date would not be a problem. 
Senator Remington stated that the document does not define a foreign language. 
This raises concerns as to whether non-standard English languages would be 
considered as a foreign language. In addition, he asked how a student would 
be able to satisfy this requirement if their previous foreign language background 
was in an area such as Latin, Japanese or Greek. 
Professor Zucker stated that this situation would occur infrequently enough 
that the department would handle it on an ad hoc basis. He stated that they 
may make use of the expertise of faculty members in other departments to handle 
these exceptional cases. 
Professor Thakur stated that this was an important and sensible proposal. He 
felt that it was important not only for cultural but for economic reasons. 
He hoped that we would be able to extend the availability of foreign languages 
into the area of Asian languages. 
Assistant Vice President Geadelmann stated that Vice President Martin's letter 
had basically three points to raise: 1) that implementation be delayed until 
1991, 2) the clarification of Iowa State University's foreign language requirement, 
3) the suggestion that it may be prudent for the Senate to defer action until 
the courses that comprise the general education program are known. She also 
pointed out that the Committee on Curricula will be meeting on March 26 to 
discuss the 18-hour elective requirement. The question may include whether 
foreign language coursework may be used to satisfy the elective requirement. 
Senator Story stated that she hopes that the foreign language may not be a 
hidden requirement for students. She indicated that she hopes that foreign 
language coursework could be used to partially satisfy general education and/or 
the elective requirement. 
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Senator Goulet stated he was concerned with the automatic assumption of equiva-
lency between the options of how to satisfy this requirement. He pointed out 
that a student with three years of a high school foreign language is fortunate 
in that we will not be measuring their level of competency in the language. 
Professor Zucker stated that high school programs do differ but that the 
university is working with teachers to unify the quality of instruction in the 
public schools. 
Senator Goulet suggested that perhaps a standardized test should be administered 
to measure competency and that students be held to that competency expectation. 
Professor Oates pointed out that the one semester for one year is a standard 
measurement. He stated that the department felt that completing three years 
is an excellent idea even considering that all students may not be equally 
prepared. He pointed out that state requirements are being tightened and that 
proficiency of high school teachers is increasing. 
Professor Vernon indicated that if the state would require two to three years 
of foreign language study in the high schools, then the university may be wise 
at that point to look at competency-level requirements. He stated that it is 
the department's desire to get out of the practice of teaching languages at 
the elementary level and instead to offer advanced instruction to students. 
Chairperson of the Faculty Amend pointed out that curriculum is an always 
changing situation and that no system is perfect. He said that he felt this 
proposal was a very good improvement on what we now have and pointed out that 
modifications may be warranted in the future. 
Chairperson Boots pointed out that on page 8 there is a phrase which indicates 
that non-traditional students could petition for exemption from this requirement. 
When questioned by the Chair in a discussion meeting Dr. Konig, Head of the 
Department of Modern Languages, indicated that this authority would rest with 
the Office of the Vice President for Academic Affairs. 
Director of Admissions Wielenga stated that he believed that using a date of 
graduation as an exemption criterion would relieve any problems when dealing 
with non-traditional students. 
Professor Vernon indicated that the department would be amenable to such an idea. 
Senator Goulet inquired as to why non-traditional students should be treated 
any differently than traditional 18- to 21-year-old students. 
Professor Rosenthal stated that statistics show that it is much harder to 
learn a foreign language as an individual gets older. The most productive 
time period for learning a foreign language is during the students' public 
school years. 
Senator Intemann inquired if option four on page five was really redundant. 
The department agreed to the deletion of option four. 
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Assistant Vice President Geadelmann inquired as to the proposed change in the 
implementation requirement relative to non-traditional students. 
On page six under III, line seven should be changed to read "to expect students 
enrolling at UN! who graduate from high school in 1988 to fulfill a two-year 
requirement at that time. Subseqently a three-year requirement would be in 
effect for students enrolling at UN! who graduate from high school in 1990 or 
later." (The department agreed to this change.) 
Question on the motion was called. Motion passed. 
6. 408 347 Request that the Senate approve the procedures to be followed 
when a department requests to change college or school affiliation (Senate 
Task Force) (see Senate Minutes 1360). 
Heller moved, Erickson seconded, for approval. 
Dean Carver stated that it struck him that the one thing that is missing is 
that the college from which the department is leaving is still placed in a 
defensive position. 
Vice Chairperson Krogmann stated her concern that there was no reference to 
resolution at appropriate college or school body levels. 
Committee member Boots indicated that departments can be forced to receive 
information but they cannot be forced to discuss the information. 
Senator and committee member Heller indicated that the document is trying to 
respond to what the Senate should do when the document arrives at the Senate. 
Senator Glenn pointed out that he is not sure it is our responsibility to 
mandate levels I and II and that we should only be concerned with level 
III and beyond. 
Senator Goulet suggested that perhaps a new paragraph should be added at the 
beginning which would indicate procedure when the Senate is asked for input. 
Glenn moved, Brown seconded, to amend by striking I and II. 
Senator Story indicated that she was more comfortable referring this document 
back to the committee for additional study. 
Question on the motion to amend was called. Motion was defeated. 
Hallberg moved, Sandstrom seconded, to substitute by returning to the Task 
Force for further work. 
Question on the motion to substitute was called. The motion to substitute 
was passed. 
Question on the substitute motion was called. The substitute motion passed. 
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7. 409 348 Report from the Committee on Admission and Retention (see 
Senate Minutes 1360). 
Hallberg moved, McCormick seconded, acceptance of the report. 
Senator Goulet inquired if the committee has given any thought to changing the 
policies on suspension. 
Secretary of the Committee on Admission and Retention Patton stated that a 
calendar item to this effect will be coming to the Senate in the near future. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion passed. 
The Chair announced that Professor Russell TePaske has been elected to serve 
on the Committee on Committees. 
Sandstrom moved, Peterson seconded, to adjourn. Motion passed. 




These minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests 
are filed with the secretary of the Senate within two weeks of this date, 
Tuesday, April 8, 1986. 
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"arch 19, 1986 
Professor KyrA Boots, ChAir 
University FAculty SenAte 
UMI 
har Kyru 
As chair of the ad hoc University Nriting Coooittee, I a• 
suboltting an interio report on the three-part charge given us by 
the University fAculty Senate last April. Nhile we hAve 
coopleted our study of tho first charge, we need additional 
consultation with faculty and adoinistration before we coaplete 
our recoaoendations for the second and third charges. Me expoct 
to have a final report for the Faculty SenAte early in the 1986 
fall seaester. 
Our work on the first charge, to consider a required 
freshoAn level writing course, coincided with the wort of the 
University General Education Coooittee on cooounication 
essentials. Me join with that coooittee In recooaending that a 
three-hour freshoan level writing/reAding course be part of UN! ' s 
generAl education requireoents. The course proposal thAt we 
suboitted for generAl education appeArs in Appendix A of this 
report. 
Keabers of the ad hoc University Nriting Coaaittee will be 
present to answer questions that oay arise when the Faculty 
Sen•te considers the report. 
Sincerely, 
~ 
Koc Eblen, Chair 
Co••ittee •r•bers: 
Don Findl•y, UNISA 
linda 6•••ill, School of Business 
Verner Jensen, College of Natur•l Sciences 
W•yne King, le•rning Skills Center 
Kargoret Kerrion, College of Huaanities and Fine Arts 
Sharon Koore, College of EducAtion 
Tho••• Thoopson 1 AdainistrAtton 
JAck YAtes, College of SociAl And BehAviorAl Sciences 
APPENDIX A 
REPORT TO THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATE 
fro• the ad hoc 
UNIVERSITY WRITING COKKITTEE 
on 
UNI'S WRITING PR06RAK 
17 Karch -1986 
PHILOSOPHY 
It Is the responsibility of the University to help its students 
develop their writing abilities. Nriting is central to learning, teaching, 
and research. Thus, UNI fosters writing across the entira univarsity 
coaounity, for faculty and staff as well as students. In an educated 
coeaunity, writing is a prloe tool for cooounication; it allows us to share 
our understanding with others. In addition to furthering coaounicatlon, 
writing enhances thinking and learning. As a tool for thinking, writing 
creates a graphic record that we oay an•lyze to clarify our thoughts. As a 
tool for learning, writing helps us explore new inforoation and find 
connections aaong ide•s. Beyond the University, writing is a tool for 
life-long learning. Through writing we analyze, synthesize, and evaluate 
ideas and beliefs in both our professionAl and personal lives. To be 
literate in our culture is to understand and use written language. 
Developing a _Jjter•te citizenry is~ prioe goal of education. 
CURRENT NRITIN6 PR06RAK 
UN! presently aeets its historicAl coooitoent to student writing in 
wix ••ys: 
ll Adoission stand•rds in written coaposition. Entering freshoen who 
fail to oeet this requireoent oust t•ke a three-hour, non-credit writing 
course. 
21 Writing ~curses. Courses are offered at both lower and upper 
division levels in sever•l depart•ents. 
31 Tutoring help. One-on-one •nd •••II group work is avail•ble . 
through offices such as the LeArning Skills Center and the Educational 
Opportunity Prograo. 
4) Nrtttng •ssiqn•ents. So•e writing is •ssi9ned in courses not 
design•ted •s priearily writing courses. 
51 Writing Coopetency Ex•oination. P•ssing this exaain•tion is • 
9radu1t1on requ i re•er.t. 
61 Writing across the curriculuo progroo. Since 1982 1 UN! has held an 
annu•l workshop for faculty to acqu•int thea with str•tegles for using 
writing as a learning tool in •II disciplines. 
APPENDIX A (cont.) 
Page 2 
lieit•tions of th~ current progra•: 
Since 1970 1 UN! has not required a college level Mriting course 
elthouqh • few 1cade•ic ••jors r~quir• one. A str•tified rando• s1epl• of 
the 1982 seniors shaMed 281 had co•pleted a •riting course. With current 
enroll•ent at the University and in the beginning Nriting course close to 
the 1982 figures, •e aay essuee the percent t1king • writing course now i1 
about the saae as then. Thus, al•ost three-fourths of UN! students choose 
not to enroll in a Mriting course. While students •ay arrange for tutoring 
in Mriting, only a saall percent do so. The Nriting assigned outside of 
writing courses typically is used to te•t students, certainly one practical 
use for writinq. This kind of writing, however, rarely gives students 
guidance in how to iaprove their writing. The current Writing Co•petency 
Exa•ination provides a check-point for evaluating a single sa•ple of 
iaproaptu •riting. The pass rate is lo•, about 501 over the past five 
years. The exaaination 1 given by necessity in an unrealistic Mriting 
situation, generates high levels of anxiety in aany students, creating 
negative attitudes to•ard •riting. In addition, because the exaaination 
tests rather than teaches, it doe• not prepare students to •rite in 
different content areas and for various audiences either in the clas•roo• 
or after graduation. While learning to •rite in diverse contexts is a 
a&jor goal of writing across the curriculua, as of noM, a relatively saall 
percent of instructors at UNI use Mriting across the curriculua strategies. 
RECOI111ENDATIONS 
Writing, like other co•plex intellectual tasks, develops gradually and 
requires regular guidance and practice. Ideally, students would write in 
al•ost all classes just as they noM read texts, listen to lecture•, and 
discuss course content. As UN! works to integrate writing •ore fully into 
undergr1duate education, we need to i•ple•ent several intereedi&te steps to 
•eet the University·s comaitaent to student writing . 
As a first step, the ad hoc University Writing Co••ittee recoa•ends a 
three-hour freshaan level writing / r~ading course as part of the new General 
Education Prograa. (Please see Appendix A for a full course description.) 
The Co••ittee further reco••ends that with the iapleaentation of this 
course, the current Writing Co•petency Exaaination be phased out. 
The Coaaittee is Norking on additional steps related to •riting at the 
junior/senior level, strengthening writing across the curriculua, and 
creating a structure to iaplement and evaluate a univers i ty-wide writing 
prograa. We are currently consulting with UNI iaculty and ad•inistrators 
and studying writing progr•~s at other ~chools. We expect to aake 
reco•aendations on these issues early in the 1986 fall seaester. The 
recom•endat1ons will be guided by our conviction that writ1ng is integral 
to exeaplary education in all subjects at all levels. like thinking and 
re•soning, writing i~ not the pr~vi~ce ~f ~ ~ingle ~ourse ·nor tne 
responsibility of a single departaent. In a university, writing is 
everyone · s business. 
APPENDIX B 
University of Northern Iowa 
Department or MOdem LIUlgU8.ge8 
December 10, 1985 
Hyra Boots. Chair 
University Faculty Senate 
University of Northern lows 
Dear Hyra: 
Collar hllo. low& -~· Tolopbooo (lll8) ..,. ••••• 
Enclosed is a proposal from the Department of Modern Languages for a foreign 
language competency exit requirement for UNI undergraduates. At the moment, 
we are the only one of the three Regents' universities with no FL require-
aent and Iowa high achool teachers have been asking us to institute one for 
aany years. Several of our colleagues at UNI. in various colleges, have made 
the same request. 
Nevertheless. the DHL has not wished to create a situation in which the FL 
require.ent would be an obstacle to students' successfully completing the work 
for an undergraduate degree at this institution and therefore we have come up 
with an exit requirement which students can, wholly or partially. fulfill in 
high school. If, however, FL is to be required, it must give the students a 
useful, manageable skill. That level of proficiency is achieved at the inter-
mediate level. 
The enclosed proposal vas approved by the DML in May 1984, by the CHFA Senate 
unanimously in November 1985 and, in the same month, by the General Education 
eo.mittee. You will be receiving letters of support from both Randall Rose, 
chair of the CHFA Senate. and Darrel Davis, chair of the General Education 
Coaaittee. We request that this proposal be put on the Senate's docket for 
the spring 1986 aemester. Additionally, we ask that the Senate take action on 
the proposal without referring it first to any further committees or subcom-
aittees, since it already has the endorsement of the General Education Committee 
and the Senate's action on this proposal will have an impact on that committee's 
report. 
If we can be of any further help, please let us know and kindly inform us of 
when the proposal will come up for Senate discussion. 
~rely • rJ-.::::--
~~~~~~ Fritz H. 





Staff of the DML 
• 
APPEND!~ B (cont.) 
University of Northern Iowa 
College of Humanities and Fine Arts 
Dece~~~ber 9. 1985 
Professor ~ra Boots, Chair 
University Faculty Senate 
University of Northern Iowa 
Dear Professor Boots: 
r-IIJ-
Codar Jl'allo, - 1101114 
'l'tolopbone (318) 2'73-272S 
On Nove~~~ber 11, 1985 several 111e111bers of the DepartMent of Modern Languages 
attended a College of Hu.anities and Fine Arts Senate Meeting to present 
the attached proposal regarding foreign language c0111petency requi re~~~ents. 
This letter is to info~ you that the CHFA Senate unani.ausly endorsed 
the proposa 1 • 
Sincerely, 
~~a.~ 
Randall A. Rose, Chair 
College of Hu.anities and Fine Arts Senate 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE COMPETENCY REOUIRD~TS 
The following are the foreign language requirements for the Bachelor's 
degree for students who have entered the University of Northern Iowa 
in or after the fall of 19 __ : 
Candidates for the Bachelor's degree may satisfy the foreign language 
coape~ency requirements by: 
or, 
1. satisfactory* completion of three years of high school study 
in one language; 
2. satisfactory* completion of a combination of high school and 
college study in one language which would be the equivalent 
of the third semester of study on the college level; 
3. satisfactory* performance in an achievement examination 
measuring proficiency equivalent to that usually axtained 
after the third semester of college study in one language; 
4. satisfactory* completion of any combination of numbers 1, 2 
and 3 above which leads to the fulfillment of requirements 
which will supply third-semester colleee-level competence in 
one foreign language. 
*"Satisfactory" is defined here as a minimum ·grade of f in the last 
course(s) taken to meet this requirement . 
